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is not enough to tarnish our stainless,
Japan and Europe at this very moment
keep dumping illegal steel into Amer-
ica while in Pittsburgh, the once steel
capital of the world, they just demol-
ished another steel mill.

Beam me up. This policy on steel is
not only unbelievable, it is stupid. I be-
lieve, Mr. Speaker, we could do with
less think tanks and styrofoam and a
few more factories and steel.

f

THOSE PAYING 96 PERCENT OF
TAXES SHOULD GET TAX RELIEF
(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, here
is a fun trick we can play on our liberal
friends, especially the ones who never
tire of saying that the rich do not pay
their fair share.

In fact, this is a fun trick that we can
play on most Democrats, with few ex-
ceptions. Ask them how much the rich
pay in Federal income taxes. After
they begin to look pale and ask, what
do you mean, ask them what percent-
age of Federal income taxes are paid by
the top 50 percent of income earners
and what percentage of the taxes are
paid by the bottom half.

Our liberal friends will not answer
that question. Of course, they do not
have any idea what the answer to the
question is, and of course, even if they
did, they would never tell us. They
would be very embarrassed to have to
admit that the top 50 percent of income
earners pay 96 percent of all taxes, 96
percent. The bottom 50 percent pay a
whopping 4 percent.

Those same liberals then will rant
and rave and feign moral indignation
that those paying 96 percent of the
taxes, those who are carrying almost
the entire load, should get any tax re-
lief at all.

f

THE DEBATE OVER TAXES IS A
DEBATE ABOUT FREEDOM

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, we are
going to hear a lot of speeches this
week, countless speeches, in fact, about
taxes. We will hear that the debate
over taxes is about fairness, about spe-
cial interests, about the struggles of
the middle class, about the American
dream, about compassion, and about
justice.

Yes, this debate is about all of those
things, but principally the debate
about taxes is about freedom. It is not
a difficult concept. It is not an idea
that requires advanced degrees or
lengthy training. It is simply this, that
if we let people keep more of their own
money, people will have more freedom
to live their lives as they see fit, not as
the government sees fit.

Letting people keep more of what
they earn will allow Americans to save

more, build a better future for them-
selves and their families, and realize
their dreams. So this week let us have
a true discussion. Let us talk about fi-
nally cutting taxes in this country.

f

RETAIL RESPONSIBILITY—WAL-
MART

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I learned re-
cently that two large retail chains in
middle America can truly make a dif-
ference when it comes to keeping vio-
lence and filth out of our young kids’
minds.

I think both Wal-Mart and K-Mart
should be commended for their recent
stance on culture within the market-
place. These superstores may not be
perfect, but they are taking an active
role in not selling some of the extraor-
dinarily violent and offensive music
that could be lining their shelves and
raking in the cash.

Some of the music they chose not to
carry is climbing up the charts, but
since so many parents have objected to
its profanity and reference to suicide,
these stores have pulled some albums
from the shelves.

Mr. Speaker, do not get me wrong,
these are mega-marts, not mega-moms
or mega-dads, but they are proving
that taking a small stand in the mar-
ketplace against the increasingly cor-
rupt culture can be done, even if it
means foregoing an influx of cash.

f

WE NEED POLICY INSTEAD OF
PREENING, POSTURING, AND
POLITICS

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is
interesting when we return from dis-
trict work periods where we have heard
the wisdom of the people. Lincoln said,
the American people, once fully in-
formed, will make the correct decision.

I heard some very interesting things
from my constituents this week. I
would refer this House, Mr. Speaker, to
the comments of the President of the
United States and one of the more sen-
ior Members of this institution from
Massachusetts.

The President of the United States
earlier this year in Buffalo, New York,
said, ‘‘We could give it, the budget sur-
plus, all back to you and hope you
spend it right, but,’’ ‘‘but.’’ Mr. Speak-
er, that speaks volumes, because given
a choice, our president, sadly, believes
that Washington bureaucrats need our
hard-earned money more than we do.

Then, a senior Member, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK), yesterday said, speaking of the
liberals, ‘‘It is not our responsibility to
legislate anymore. It does not make
sense for us to compromise.’’

Mr. Speaker, a legislator refusing to
legislate? I hope we do not see a lot of
preening and posturing and politics in-
stead of policy.

f

TAX CUTS ARE AN ISSUE OF
FREEDOM

(Mr. WELDON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, we have to really hand it to the
Democrats. They already have their
line memorized and ready to repeat
over and over again.

Republicans propose tax relief that
largely excludes upper income people
from benefiting; again, tax relief for
everyone except the rich. And what are
the Democrats saying about it already?
Yes, ‘‘Tax cuts for the wealthy.’’

Any tax relief, tax relief at all, is im-
mediately labeled by the other side as
tax cuts for the wealthy. It is an insult
to the millions of middle class tax-
payers who would benefit from tax re-
lief to be demonized by liberals who op-
pose tax relief everywhere and any-
where.

Of course, it is an insult to those who
are carrying most of the load, the peo-
ple who are paying the most in taxes.

In America, the issue is not whether
upper income people need a tax cut. Of
course they do not. But in America, it
is an issue of freedom. It is their
money. It does not belong to the gov-
ernment, and it does not belong to lib-
eral politicians in Washington who
want to spend it on more wasteful gov-
ernment programs.

f

DEMOCRATS HAVE NO INTENTION
OF WORKING WITH THE REPUB-
LIC MAJORITY
(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked

and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, just listen to this quote taken
from yesterday’s Washington Post: ‘‘It
is not our responsibility to legislate
anymore. It doesn’t make sense for us
to compromise.’’

‘‘It doesn’t make sense for us to com-
promise?’’ These words come from a
leader of the Democrat party, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK).

It appears that the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK) has let the
cat out of the bag. The Democrats had
no intention of working with the Re-
publican majority. They will block all
legislative efforts, and then turn
around and blame Republicans, attack-
ing the do-nothing Congress.

But the always fair and balanced
media of course will help them in that
effort. Then they will attack Repub-
licans for Republican extremism, a
charge we heard thousands and thou-
sands of times since 1995 when Repub-
licans took over the majority in the
Congress.
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